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Amplification of signals from devices as a result of their interaction with a target analyte is of paramount importance. It

may impact on the sensitivity and detection limits of the device. This review provides some examples of

nanobioconjugates (biomolecules conjugated with nanomaterials), current challenges and future perspectives for the

amplification of signals in electrochemical biosensing based on nanobioconjugates.
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Nanobioconjugates are hybrid materials that result from the coalescence of biomolecules and nanomaterials. They have

emerged as a strategy to amplify the signal response in the biosensor field with the potential to enhance the sensitivity

and detection limits of analytical assays. This critical review collects a myriad of strategies for the development of

nanobioconjugates based on the conjugation of proteins, antibodies, carbohydrates, and DNA/RNA with noble metals,

quantum dots, carbon- and magnetic-based nanomaterials, polymers, and complexes. 

 1. Introduction

 Nanochemistry is an emerging research field in the border of chemistry and nanoscience that involves a cross-

disciplinary convergence of physical, biological, material sciences, and engineering for multiple purposes . For example,

nanochemistry-based nano-bioplatforms exploit natural biomimetic systems that connect chemical and biological systems

with nanotechnology and study how such converging technologies help to achieve a better understanding of phenomena

at the nanoscale . With the advent of these emerging research fields, it has been possible to rapidly advance

nanobioconjugate architectures with potential in a myriad of cross-disciplinary practical applications . The

development of nano-bio-constructs involves several chemical modifications on nanometer scaled structures, of which the

properties are size, shape, self-assembly and defects dependent, while features are explained and well-studied in the

fields of nanobiotechnology and nanochemistry.

Over the past years, nanobioconjugates have been probed as drug delivery systems, imaging and contrast agents,

theranostic platforms, and for purification and concentration of biomolecules. They have received considerable attention in

biosensing systems as amplifiers of the resultant signal. Nanobioconjugates are hybrid nano(bio)materials that result from

the integration among nanomaterials (NMs) and biomolecules . The development of these hybrid systems aims to get

new materials with improved properties concerning each of their components acting alone . Each component

contributes to the hybrid with a unique property or function that is missing in the other one. Nanobioconjugates are having

a significant impact on the development of theranostic (therapeutic and diagnostic) tools in the biomedicine field 

 and have particular potential to revolutionize diagnostic approaches. Limitations of the nanobioconjugates are

related to the uncontrolled number of affinity biomolecules that can be linked to the nanostructure, which leads to a variety

of unwished phenomena . For instance, a large number of biomolecules linked to nanostructures leads to hindered

biochemical activity, alteration of the targeting and biomolecule properties and receptor cross-link . Conversely,

undesirable multivalent interactions and associated cooperative binding become insignificant if nanostructures have a

proper number of linked biomolecules .

Within the nanobioconjugates development process, there are some features of the nanomaterials synthesis and the

biomolecules coupling that must be controlled to reach stable hybrid materials. The nature of the precursors, their

interactions and reagents ratio, the use of surfactants, temperature, time and stirring conditions, among other parameters

of the synthesis process, impact on nanomaterial characteristics and their preferential crystal growth . Nanomaterials

may present defects depending on the synthesis method, including non-uniform surfaces, edges, lattices, and vertices

that serve as points for the enhanced catalysis and anchoring of biomolecules. Bioconjugation employs many

nanochemistry-based approaches. For example, carboxylic groups from graphene oxide (GO) can bind covalently

aminated biomolecules . Different crystalline orientations of gold nanosurfaces chemisorb thiol groups naturally from
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proteins, peptides, DNA strands, and alkyl organic compounds to form self-assembled monolayers (SAMs), among many

other examples of bioconjugation . Figure 1A highlights eight different nanobioconjugate configurations . In

the simplest format, the biomolecules might interact directly with the nanostructures (NSs). In more complex formats, the

NSs surround or encapsulate the biological components of the nanobioconjugates. Target refers to the (bio)molecule of

interest. Bioreceptors, also named ligands, are any kind of molecule that binds to a specific target commonly linked to the

transducer, NS, or NM surfaces. Core and shell layers refer to the inner and outermost parts of NSs or NMs. The latter

one is commonly bioconjugated with ligands when developing nanobioconjugates and assembling biosensors .

Figure 1B represents a NP decorated with diverse functional biomolecules such as nucleic acids, proteins, drugs,

peptides, antibodies, enzymes and others . Choosing the bioconjugation strategy is important and depends not only

on nanomaterial composition, structure, and available functional groups but on the type of biological molecule, its size,

chemical composition, and the requirements of the final application. Figure 1C shows four general conjugation strategies

to link biomolecules to NM surfaces . Pre- and post-bioconjugation physicochemical metrics include NM size,

morphology and aspect ratio, aggregation/agglomeration state, purity, chemical composition, surface characteristics, ζ

potential, surface area, and stability, as well as solubility, structure, orientation, and activity of the biomolecule 

 2. Characterization of Nanobioconjugates

 There are many physicochemical and bioconjugation metrics that are of interest in the characterization of

nanobioconjugates. They include purity, size, shape, particle or conjugate mass, aspect ratio, surface area, polidespersity

and colloidal stability. Composition, surface properties, ζ potential and hydrodynamic radius, are other usual parameters to

be considered when studying nanobioconjugates. Biomolecular orientation within the nanobioconjugate and activity,

affinity, or avidity of the final conjugate for the target analyte is also necessary for interrogation . Dynamic light scattering

(DLS) , electrophoretic light scattering (ELS) microscopy , spectroscopy , and thermal  techniques are the

most used for nanobioconjugates characterization and are described as follows.

Scattering techniques give quantitative information about the size, shape, charge, distribution and concentration based on

the interaction of incident radiation with colloidal particles and nanobioconjugates. Among them, DLS is one of the most

employed techniques for nanobioconjugates characterization. This technique gives information about the size and

concentration of nanoparticles measuring the hydrodynamic particle size. Brownian motion allows for the estimation of

their diffusion coefficient, which is directly correlated with the hydrodynamic radius by the Stoke–Einstein equation.

Analysis of the sample is comparatively rapid, simple, cheap, non-invasive, and non-destructive but not that straight

forward when the samples are polydisperse, making necessary microscopy techniques for more accurate characterization

of such samples . ELS is a measure of the ζ potential and gives information about the net superficial charge of

nanoparticles or nanobioconjugates. The ζ potential is determined by applying an electric field to the sample where the

velocity at which nanoparticles move toward an electrode of opposite charge is proportional to the ζ potential. It is

indicative of the nanobioconjugates stability, which magnitude is correlated with the repulsion interactions and steric

hindrance effects among adjacent charged particles in the colloidal suspension. The measurement of the ζ potential helps

to determine if the bioconjugation process took place by taking into account the chemical nature of biomolecules .

X ray diffraction (XRD) is very useful to give information about the crystalline structure of the samples. This technique is

powerful for the characterization of nanomaterials embedded inside biological matrixes or nanobioconjugates. The d-

spacing analysis (the distance between crystallographic planes) is a parameter whose magnitude changes after a

biomolecule is immobilized onto a nanomaterial and thus can be used to investigate the biomolecule orientation .

Microscopic techniques are based on the sample characterization by the use of light, electrons, and scanning probes.

Scanning electron microscopy (SEM) gives information about surface topography and composition by the collection and

processing of signals as a result of electrons striking the sample. SEM may have a resolution from 10 µm to 10 nm, but in

some cases, the resolution can be down to 1 nm, depending on the equipment setup, operating parameters and sample

material. The sample surface needs to be conducive to facilitate the microscopy analysis, usually achieved by depositing

a conductive coating over the material before the SEM observation. Moreover, energy dispersive X-ray (EDX) can be

employed under SEM analysis to determine the chemical composition of the sample. The released energy through

photoemission in SEM-EDX depends on the electron configuration of the atoms and its collection allows the establishment

of the elemental sample composition . In transmission electron microscopy (TEM), a beam of electrons overpasses the

sample to form an image. TEM may give information about the sample core, including biomolecules or nanobioconjugate-

containing nanomaterials. The sample thickness must be less than 100 nm to reach the signal-to-noise ratio needed for

high contrast, thanks to the very strong incident beam of electron-sample interactions. TEM provides information about

morphology, crystallographic degree, crystallographic planes, nanomaterials defects, etc., based on analysis by

diffraction, spectroscopic methods, and imaging. High-resolution scanning transmission electron microscopy (HR-STEM)
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may resolve at the atomic level, depending on the medium that supports the particles . Atomic force microscopy (AFM)

operates through a scanning probe and gives information about the topography, size and shape of the nanomaterials and

biomolecules, as well as adhesion and other interactions in the nanobioconjugates . Unlike SEM and TEM, AFM may

image conductive and nonconductive samples in noncontact (static) and contact (dynamic) analysis by different probes

commercially available.

Spectroscopic techniques take advantage of the electromagnetic radiation and its interaction with the samples that result

in an absorption or emission spectrum that is directly dependent on wavelength and can be correlated with the size of

nanobioconjugates and interactions among them. Ultraviolet and visible spectroscopy (UV-Vis) measures the interaction

between electromagnetic waves and samples, giving information about the emitted or absorbed electromagnetic radiation

by atomic or molecular species. The energy is supplied to the sample in the form of heat, light or chemicals. Each

molecule absorbs the energy with a characteristic frequency and emits radiation, which intensity is a function of the

wavelength. The spectroscopic analysis comprises atomic- and molecular-spectrochemical analysis and emission and

absorption spectrum analysis. These techniques are used for rapid estimation of the size of the nanoparticles and

nanobioconjugates by optical changes coming from collective oscillations and from characterizing chromogenic molecules

or materials. UV-Vis spectroscopy is a fast, cheap, simple, non-destructive, and easy-to-operate technique .

Fourier transformed infrared spectroscopy (FT-IR) is the choice for rapid and easy characterization of functional groups of

nanomaterials and nanobioconjugates. FT-IR radiation represents the molecular absorption and transmission as a result

of the vibrational stretching and bending of molecules from the nanobioconjugates that create a fingerprint of a sample.

FTIR is a non-destructive analysis technique where the intensity of peaks is directly correlated with the number of

functional groups in the sample. It is a very useful technique for nanobioconjugates characterization in which the

bioconjugation process is evaluated by comparing the spectrum before and after bioconjugation .

Electrochemical characterization (EC) consists of a set of powerful tools to evaluate and characterize the capacity of

nanomaterials to be used mainly in energy storage and sensor applications. The EC is based on the evaluation of the

mechanism involved in electron transfer, electron and mass transport and electrolyte behavior. EC techniques include

cyclic voltammetry (CV), chronoamperometry (CA), chronopotentiometry (CP), galvanostatic charge-discharge (GCD),

and electrochemical impedance spectroscopy (EIS), among others. EC studies the electrochemical performance of

nanomaterials and nanobioconjugates under settled electrochemical conditions .

 3. Nanobioconjugates in Biosensing

 Biosensing refers to (bio)systems that can detect organisms, target analytes (biomolecules), and their biological activity

 through electrical, thermal or optical signals, among other transduction mechanisms . Biosensors are analytical

devices that utilize a biological component in direct contact with a solid platform (transducer), which selectively respond to

an analyte in a concentration-dependent manner. The resultant signal from the specific biomolecular interaction is read

and registered in a simple way . A biosensor must be designed to be versatile and easy to operate and have high-

throughput, rapidity and accuracy . Biosensors are labeled or label-free, depending on whether they use a mark or not

to evidence a biorecognition event. Label-free biosensor refers to biosensing systems that only require one recognition

element that reduces the assay time, reagent cost and the platform assembly but is restringed when the target

concentration is too low.

In contrast, labeled biosensors can amplify the signal by incorporating nanobioconjugates as signaling tags . In

labeled-biosensor approaches, the target may be trapped in between a capture and a signal bioreceptor in a sandwich-

like format. Whereas most of the capture bioreceptors are attached to nanostructured solid supports, electrodes, or chips,

the signal bioreceptors are attached to some signaling tags, such as fluorophores, enzymes or nanomaterials. Signaling

tags may have different binding sites, which enhance the signal and reduce the background , thus leading to an

amplified response. Signal amplification takes advantage of the signaling tag, having more than one signal amplifier by

bioreceptor in the same format. Signal amplification may also come from modified transducer platforms with

electrodeposited materials or polyelectrolytes, which increase electron transfer in electrochemical biosensors and, in the

presence of mediators, communicate with the nanobioconjugates-based signaling tags .

4. Current Challenges and Future Perspectives in Nanobioconjugates
Development

 We have reviewed several biosensing reports that include nanobioconjugates for signal amplification in multiple formats.

They have outstanding performance and the potential to achieve high sensitivity and ultralow limits of detection in

nanobioconjugate-based assays. Their features are compatible with multiplexing and miniaturization, as well as portability
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and low volume of samples and reagents. However, there are still some challenges to face before implementing such

reporters in biosensors in a real scenario. For example, biomarkers are commonly present in biological fluids in extremely

low concentrations , so their detection and monitoring require highly sensitive devices.

The use of nanostructured materials in the development of electrochemical biosensing platforms offers the opportunity of

a wide range of modifications with different bioreceptors and thus specific detection of a myriad of target biomolecules. All

parameters involved in the nanobioconjugates development need to be systematically optimized and standardized before

being incorporated in electrochemical biosensing platforms for the detection of the target molecules with high sensitivity

and specificity. In this context, nanobioconjugates stability must be well established to ensure nanobioconjugates

performance and reproducibility of biosensors. Parameters influencing the long term stability of nanobioconjugates such

as nanomaterial geometric shape , ionic strength , pH , and temperature  need to be optimized. The need to

strictly control the number of affinity biomolecules in a nanobioconjugate to avoid unwished phenomena is still a

challenge. An excessive number of biomolecules linked onto nanostructured surfaces may hinder their biochemical

activity, which alters their targeting ability by cross-linking with other molecules . Conversely, multivalent interactions and

associated cooperative binding become insignificant whether nanostructures have a lower number of biomolecules

attached to them .

Yet, nanobioconjugates have tremendous potential for the development of biosensing platforms and devices of superior

performance, with an excellent capacity for enhancing the signal amplification processes of biorecognition events. They

have many advantages as compared with conventional assays. Although conventional assays are ordinarily used, many

of them are time-consuming and require robust instrumentation, which hinders timely and accurate target detection and

quantification . Advantages of nanobioconjugate-based assays include their relatively lower cost and faster analysis

time, and the fact that they do not require expensive equipment and there is no need for well-trained personal. The

aforementioned features make such nanoplatforms hold the potential to be implemented for analysis in place, even in

remote settings.

Two-dimensional nanomaterials are emerging nanomaterials of enhanced physical, chemical and optical properties as

compared to their bulk counterparts , which make them promising for the development of nanobioconjugates. For

instance, their high surface area allows for hosting thousands of biomolecules in a proper nano-environment that

promotes the stability and activity of biomolecules . Implementation of 2D nanomaterials in nanobioconjugate

assemblies opens opportunities towards keep increasing sensitivity and stability and decreasing the LOD of bioassays

where they are assembled.

Overall, nanobioconjugates offer the possibility to detect different target biomolecules with high specificity and sensitivity

in less time and in a straighter forward way as compared with standard assay methods. Such unique features, along with

versatility, accurate quantification, and amenability for multiplexing and miniaturization, are paving the way towards the

development of new enhanced nanobioconjugate-based device alternatives. Progress remains to be made for positioning

this technology in the market. It requires joined efforts from cross-disciplinary fields that involve nanochemistry and

nanobiotechnology. However, it is clear that nanobioconjugates are at the forefront of research in many fields, not only as

reporters in signal amplification in biosensors, but as nanocarrires for targeted drug delivery and contrast agents in

biomedical imaging among many others, always searching for novel and new opportunities depending on the final

application.

References

1. Sapsford, K.E.; Tyner, K.M.; Dair, B.J.; Deschamps, J.R.; Medintz, I.L. Analyzing nanomaterial bioconjugates: A review
of current and emerging purification and characterization techniques. Anal. Chem. 2011, 83, 4453–4488.

2. Wagner, N.L.; Greco, J.A.; Ranaghan, M.J.; Birge, R.R. Directed evolution of bacteriorhodopsin for applications in
bioelectronics. J. R. Soc. Interface 2013, 10, doi:10.1098/rsif.2013.0197

3. Nikolov, L.; Mamatarkova, V.; Slavchev, S.; Stoychev, S. The Convergence of Biotechnology and Nanotechnology as
an Accelerator of the Development of Biofilm Technologies. Ecol. Eng. Environ. Prot. 2008, 36–47. Available online:
https://pdfs.semanticscholar.org/3f90/a45b177356b9882f3451c9e6bf01f64c2a40.pdf (accessed on 31 July 2020)

4. Lin, P.-C.; Yu, C.-C.; Wu, H.-T.; Lu, Y.-W.; Han, C.-L.; Su, A.-K.; Chen, Y.-J.; Lin, C.-C. A Chemically Functionalized
Magnetic Nanoplatform for Rapid and Speci fi c Biomolecular Recognition and Separation. Biomacromolecules 2013,
14, 160–168.

5. Zhang, L.; Chan, J.M.; Gu, F.X.; Rhee, J.; Wang, A.Z.; Radovic-moreno, A.F.; Alexis, F.; Langer, R.; Farokhzad, O.C.
Self-Assembled Lipid Polymer Hybrid Nanoparticles : A Robust Drug Delivery Platform. ACS Nano. 2008, 2, 1696–

[45]

[46] [47] [48] [49]

[50]

[51]

[51][52]



1702.

6. Yoshimura, S.H.; Khan, S.; Ohno, S.; Yokogawa, T.; Nishikawa, K.; Hosoya, T.; Maruyama, H.; Nakayama, Y.;
Takeyasu, K. Site-specific attachment of a protein to a carbon nanotube end without loss of protein function. Bioconjug.
Chem. 2012, 23, 1488–1493.

7. Maduraiveeran, G.; Sasidharan, M.; Ganesan, V. Electrochemical sensor and biosensor platforms based on advanced
nanomaterials for biological and biomedical applications. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2017, 103, 113–129.

8. Erol, O.; Uyan, I.; Hatip, M.; Yilmaz, C.; Tekinay, A.B.; Guler, M.O. Recent advances in bioactive 1D and 2D carbon
nanomaterials for biomedical applications. Nanomed. Nanotechnol. Biol. Med. 2016, 14, 1–22.

9. Dennis, A.M.; Delehanty, J.B.; Medintz, I.L. Emerging Physicochemical Phenomena along with New Opportunities at
the Biomolecular-Nanoparticle Interface. J. Phys. Chem. Lett. 2016, 7, 2139–2150.

10. Sapsford, K.E.; Algar, W.R.; Berti, L.; Gemmill, K.B.; Casey, B.J.; Oh, E.; Stewart, M.H.; Medintz, I.L. Functionalizing
nanoparticles with biological molecules: Developing chemistries that facilitate nanotechnology. Chem. Rev. 2013, 113,
1904–2074.

11. Rana, S.; Yeh, Y.C.; Rotello, V.M. Engineering the nanoparticle-protein interface: Applications and possibilities. Curr.
Opin. Chem. Biol. 2010, 14, 828–834.

12. Willner, I.; Willner, B. Biomolecule-based nanomaterials and nanostructures. Nano. Lett. 2010, 10, 3805–3815.

13. Thanh, N.T.K.; Green, L.A.W. Functionalisation of nanoparticles for biomedical applications. Nano. Today 2010, 5, 213–
230.

14. Yadav, S.C.; Kumari, A.; Yadav, R. Development of peptide and protein nanotherapeutics by nanoencapsulation and
nanobioconjugation. Peptides 2011, 32, 173–187.

15. Safari, J.; Zarnegar, Z. Advanced drug delivery systems: Nanotechnology of health design A review. J. Saudi Chem.
Soc. 2014, 18, 85–99.

16. Lyu, Y.; Xie, C.; Chechetka, S.A.; Miyako, E.; Pu, K. Semiconducting Polymer Nanobioconjugates for Targeted
Photothermal Activation of Neurons. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2016, 138, 9049–9052.

17. Saha, A.; Basiruddin, S.K.; Maity, A.R.; Jana, N.R. Synthesis of nanobioconjugates with a controlled average number of
biomolecules between 1 and 100 per nanoparticle and observation of multivalency dependent interaction with proteins
and cells. Langmuir 2013, 29, 13917–13924.

18. Howarth, M.; Liu, W.; Puthenveetil, S.; Zheng, Y.; Marshall, L.F.; Schmidt, M.M.; Wittrup, K.D.; Bawendi, M.G.; Ting,
A.Y. Monovalent, reduced-size quantum dots for imaging receptors on living cells. Nat. Methods 2008, 5, 397–399.

19. Daruich De Souza, C.; Ribeiro Nogueira, B.; Rostelato, M.E.C.M. Review of the methodologies used in the synthesis
gold nanoparticles by chemical reduction. J. Alloys Compd. 2019, 798, 714–740, doi:10.1016/j.jallcom.2019.05.153.

20. Gupta, N.; Gupta, S.M.; Sharma, S.K. Carbon nanotubes: Synthesis, properties and engineering applications. Carbon
Lett. 2019, 29, 419–447, doi:10.1007/s42823-019-00068-2.

21. Aubin-Tam, M.E.; Hamad-Schifferli, K. Structure and function of nanoparticle-protein conjugates. Biomed. Mater. 2008,
3, doi:10.1088/1748-6041/3/3/034001.

22. Wang, L.; Gong, C.; Yuan, X.; Wei, G. Controlling the self-assembly of biomolecules into functional nanomaterials
through internal interactions and external stimulations: A review. Nanomaterials 2019, 9, 285.

23. Gao, Y.; Kyratzis, I. Covalent Immobilization of Proteins on Carbon Nanotubes Using the Cross-Linker 1-Ethyl-3-(3-
dimethylaminopropyl)carbodiimide—a Critical Assessment. Bioconjug. Chem. 2008, 19, 1945–1950.

24. del Caño, R.; Mateus, L.; Sánchez-Obrero, G.; Sevilla, J.M.; Madueño, R.; Blázquez, M.; Pineda, T. Hemoglobin
bioconjugates with surface-protected gold nanoparticles in aqueous media: The stability depends on solution pH and
protein properties. J. Colloid Interface Sci. 2017, 505, 1165–1171.

25. Zhang, Y.; Zhang, B.; Ye, X.; Yan, Y.; Huang, L.; Jiang, Z.; Tan, S.; Cai, X. Electrochemical immunosensor for
interferon-γ based on disposable ITO detector and HRP-antibody-conjugated nano gold as signal tag. Mater. Sci. Eng.
C 2016, 59, 577–584.

26. Mulay, Y.R.; Deopurkar, R.L. Purification, Characterization of Amylase from Indigenously Isolated Aureobasidium
pullulans Cau 19 and Its Bioconjugates with Gold Nanoparticles. Appl. Biochem. Biotechnol. 2017, 1–15,
doi:0.1007/s12010-017-2575-4

27. Tamyurek, E.; Maltas, E.; Bas, S.Z.; Ozmen, M.; Yildiz, S. Magnetic nanoparticles-serum proteins bioconjugates for
binding of irinotecan. Int. J. Biol. Macromol. 2015, 73, 76–83.



28. Henning, S.; Adhikari, R. Scanning Electron Microscopy, ESEM, and X-ray Microanalysis; Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam,
The Netherlands, 2017; ISBN 9780323461412.

29. Walther, T. Transmission Electron Microscopy of Nanostructures. Microsc. Methods Nanomater. Charact. 2017, 105–
134, doi:10.1016/b978-0-323-46141-2.00004-3.

30. George, G.; Wilson, R.; Joy, J. Ultraviolet Spectroscopy: A Facile Approach for the Characterization of Nanomaterials;
Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2017; Vol. 2, ISBN 9780323461467.

31. Dutta, A. Fourier Transform Infrared Spectroscopy; Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam, The Netherlands, 2017; Vol. 2, ISBN
9780323461467.

32. Choudhary, Y.S.; Jothi, L.; Nageswaran, G. Electrochemical Characterization; Elsevier Inc.: Amsterdam, The
Netherlands, 2017; Vol. 2, ISBN 9780323461467.

33. Nasser, H.; Wu, H. Spectrochimica Acta Part A : Molecular and Biomolecular Spectroscopy Selective biosensing of
Staphylococcus aureus using chitosan quantum dots. Spectrochim. Acta Part A Mol. Biomol. Spectrosc. 2018, 188, 50–
56.

34. Bo, B.; Zhang, T.; Jiang, Y.; Cui, H.; Miao, P. Triple Signal Amplification Strategy for Ultrasensitive Determination of
MiRNA Based on Duplex Specific Nuclease and Bridge DNA-Gold Nanoparticles. Anal. Chem. 2018, 90, 2395–2400.

35. Monošík, R.; Streďanský, M.; Šturdík, E. Biosensors-classification, characterization and new trends. Acta Chim.
Slovaca 2012, 5, 109–120.

36. Burlage, R.S.; Tillmann, J. Biosensors of bacterial cells. J. Microbiol. Methods 2017, 138, 2–11.

37. Photochemistry, P.C.; June, R.; Profile, S.E.E.; Profile, S.E.E.; Profile, S.E.E. Photoelectrochemical biosensors : New
insights into promising photoelectrodes and signal amplification strategies. J. Photochem. Photobiol. C Photochem.
Rev. 2015, 24, 43–63.

38. Chen, S.; Shamsi, M.H. Biosensors-on-chip: A topical review. J. Micromechanics Microengineering 2017, 27, 083001.

39. Turner, A.P.F. Biosensors: Sense and sensibility. Chem. Soc. Rev. 2013, 42, 3184.

40. Sin, M.L.Y.; Mach, K.E.; Wong, P.K. Advances and challenges in biosensor-based diagnosis of infectious diseases.
Expert Rev. Mol. Diagn. 2014, 14, 225–244.

41. Li, J.; Xu, Q.; Fu, C.; Zhang, Y. A dramatically enhanced electrochemiluminescence assay for CA125 based on
dendrimer multiply labeled luminol on Fe3O4 nanoparticles. Sensors Actuators B Chem. 2013, 185, 146–153.

42. Evtugyn, G.; Hianik, T. Electrochemical DNA sensors and aptasensors based on electropolymerized materials and
polyelectrolyte complexes. TrAC Trends Anal. Chem. 2016, 79, 168–178.

43. Zhang, H.; Xu, J.J.; Chen, H.Y. Shape-controlled gold nanoarchitectures: Synthesis, superhydrophobicity, and
electrocatalytic properties. J. Phys. Chem. C 2008, 112, 13886–13892.

44. Su, S.; Wu, Y.; Zhu, D.; Chao, J.; Liu, X.; Wan, Y.; Su, Y.; Zuo, X.; Chunhai, F.; Lianhui, W. On-Electrode Synthesis of
Shape-Controlled Hierarchical Flower-Like Gold Nanostructures for Effi cient Interfacial DNA Assembly and Sensitive
Electrochemical Sensing of MicroRNA. small 2016, 12, 3794–3801.

45. Yu, H.L.L.; Maslova, A.; Hsing, I.M. Rational Design of Electrochemical DNA Biosensors for Point-of-Care Applications.
ChemElectroChem 2017, 4, 795–805.

46. Cederquist, K.B.; Keating, C.D. Curvature effects in DNA:Au nanoparticle conjugates. ACS Nano. 2009, 3, 256–260,
doi:10.1021/nn9000726.

47. Shin, S.W.; Ahn, S.Y.; Yoon, S.; Wee, H.S.; Bae, J.W.; Lee, J.H.; Lee, W.B.; Um, S.H. Differences in DNA Probe-
Mediated Aggregation Behavior of Gold Nanomaterials Based on Their Geometric Appearance. Langmuir 2018, 34,
14869–14874.

48. Nam, J.; Won, N.; Jin, H.; Chung, H.; Kim, S. pH-induced aggregation of gold nanoparticles for photothermal cancer
therapy. J. Am. Chem. Soc. 2009, 131, 13639–13645.

49. Balasubramanian, S.K.; Yang, L.; Yung, L.Y.L.; Ong, C.N.; Ong, W.Y.; Yu, L.E. Characterization, purification, and
stability of gold nanoparticles. Biomaterials 2010, 31, 9023–9030.

50. Gao, Y.; Deng, X.; Wen, W.; Zhang, X.; Wang, S. Ultrasensitive paper based nucleic acid detection realized by three-
dimensional DNA-AuNPs network amplification. Biosens. Bioelectron. 2017, 92, 529–535.

51. Cheng, L.; Wang, X.; Gong, F.; Liu, T.; Liu, Z. 2D Nanomaterials for Cancer Theranostic Applications. Adv. Mater. 2019,
1902333, doi:10.1002/adma.201902333.

52. Wang, L.; Xiong, Q.; Xiao, F.; Duan, H. 2D nanomaterials based electrochemical biosensors for cancer diagnosis.
Biosens. Bioelectron. 2017, 89, 136–151, doi:10.1016/j.bios.2016.06.011.



Retrieved from https://encyclopedia.pub/entry/history/show/3493


